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mingles with the outside space. When Jiva at-
tains salvation, he unites with Brahmam. They
regarded Jiva as only an Amsa or part in Jnana of
God just like a spark from a glowing ember.

Sir, I wonder why there should be such differ-
ences among philosophers when Brahma Sutras
are meant to resolve the seemingly contradictory
statements in Upanishads.

A Sutra (Sootra) is an aphorism, a very concise
statement. It itself gives place to different inter-
pretations. After all there is unity in difference.
They are all united in saying that man is imper-
fect and he has to observe certain disciplines to
get salvation though they differ about the state of
the soul after reaching God. Advaita says there
is absolute unity,, just as the different rivers
empty into the sea. Advaita speaks of Jiva (soul)
as the reflection of God and not God himself.
Others consider the soul as an Amsa or part of
God and dualists say there can be only the
relationship of master and servant even after sal-
vation.

"These theories are the concern of the
scholars. We need not worry about our state after
attaining salvation but strive only to attain it",
said Ramakrishna Paramahamsa. With regard
to the Siddhantas, Sri Ramakrishna has said:

'Sankara's non-dualistic explanation is true, and
so is the non-dualistic interpretation ofRamanuja'
(Gospel of Sri Ramakrishna)

Swami Vivekananda has said in his
paper "The Historical Evolution of India", "The
movement ofSankara forced the way through the
high intellectuals, but it could be of little service